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I. Basis of the report 



1. With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
1^1 the international application as originally filed. 
l^sl the description: 

pages U35 as originally filed 

pages NONE , filed with the demand 

pages NONE , filed with the letter of 



the claims: 

pages 36-41 , as originally filed 

Pages NONE , as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19 

pages NONE , filed with the demand 

pages NONE , filed with the letter of 



the drawings: 

pages 101 , as originally filed 

pages NONE , filed with the demand 

pages NONE , filed with the letter of 

the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages NONE , as originally filed 

pages NONE , filed with the demand 

pages NONE , filed with the letter of 



2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language which is: 

Q the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule23. 1(b)) 

□ 

the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination(under Rules 
55.2 and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing* 

□ 

contained in the international application in printed form. 
O filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ 

furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ 

furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

Q The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
international application as filed has been furnished. 

Q The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing 
has been furnished. 

4. Q The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of 

0 the description, pages NONE 

1 I the claims, Nos. NONE 
I I the drawings, sheets/fig NONE 

5. This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)).** 

* Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in 
thisreportas "originally filed" and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70.16 and 70 .1 7). 
Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report. 
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III. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 



1. The question whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non-obvious), or 
to be industrially applicable have not been and will not be examined in respect of: 

the entire international application, 
[X] claims Nos. 4,5,9-12,16-23 and 27 

because: 

□ 

the said international application, or the said claim Nos. relate to the following subject matter which does 

not require international preliminary examination (specify): 



the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. 4,5,9-12,16-23 and 27 
are so unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 1 

Claims 4, 5, 9-12, 16-23, 27 are dependent claims and are not drafted in accordance with the second and third sentences of rule 
6.4(a). Multiple dependent claims may not depend on another multiple dependent claim. 



the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful 

opinion could be formed. 

£3 no international search report has been established for said claims Nos. 4, 5, 9-12, 16-23 and 27 



2. A meaningful international preliminary examination cannot be carried out due to the failure of the nucleotide and/or amino acid 
seq uence listing to comply with the standard provided for in Annex C of the Administrative Instructions: 

□ 

the written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 



□ 



the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 
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V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability: 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. STATEMENT 

Novelty (N) 



Claims NONE 



Claims 1-3, 6-8, 1345. 24-26 



_YES 
NO 



Inventive Step (IS) 
Industrial Applicability (IA) 



Claims NONE 



Claims 1-3, 6-8, 13-15.24-26 
Claims 1-3, 6-8, 13-15, 24-26 



_YES 
NO 



Claims NONE 



YES 
NO 



2. CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 
Please See Continuation Sheet 



Form PCT/IPEA/409 (Box V) (July 1998) 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



INTERNATIONAL P) 



ARY EXAMINATION REPORT 



International jg^cation No. 

PCT/US03/S 



iaij|^ca 



VIII. Certain observations on the international application 



TO. dMq. n dgod » ante PCT bit 1UMM u kdd« ckrt, under PCI Art* 7 hc.se, Fljurt, 28 mfl 29 



are 



f?f?« f « w ' P; T ,0 UndCr PCT Rule 25 lackin e clarity under PCT Article 6 because claims 4 5 

9-12 16-23. 27 are mdeftalte for the follow.ng reason(s): THese claims are dependent claims and are not drafted mTco^mce , ijtth 
the second and Ui.rd sentences of ru.e 6.4(a). Multiple dependent claims may no, depend on another 
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V. 2. Citations and Explanations: 

1' . .?, teims J^?;£f! lack an inventive ste P u^er PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Snow et al "Snow- n i <; 
Patent No. 6.098.066) in view of Talib et al.. Talib" (U.S. Publication No. 2001/0049677) ( 

With respect to claim 1, Snow discloses a method ...comprising the steps of 
^rh ~.i^ ,nt K " ,n9 3 !! ruct t ure dat abase in computer storage in which each record is parsed into a plurality of cateaories 
SSLSSS^" 8 * IS 1 St ° ne sub - cate 9°'y. the sub-categories being structured in at least one ZsuMsS baSd uJo^a 
SSSSS E?T S? 8 '"'T^ 00 in sub-categories, the structure database containing category . InKuST 

hi/^X 11k S, ^ CtUre 01 630,1 cate90ry (See for exam P le: Abstract . "A method for searching a docufnen SS 
P^^seHmtiated search. The document directory hierarchy comprises a pluSof document 

srsssa s jksss^t p,ura,ity of documem directories Mrresponds to ■ ^ =n a 

tfthe-^ 

records be.ng sought by the query (See for example: Abstract "A user query camping one " rrore search K li 
accepted from aninput device. If the user query includes a user-seleoled ^ 

for categones present in the query subset, performing a correlation between the setecfion IrfZ™^^' '' 
information rem the structure database representing the Subcategory mav 
contain all of he records, to produce a relevance value for a record; and as a response to he que^eSctno ^fonSfon * 
from records m the content database based upon the relevance value of the records (See fo eSle ^^ ^e 
directed search confines the search to one of the plurality of document directories corresponding f S the use^e ected 
category, and returns relevant documents within the user-selected category ") mnBsponam 9 10 me user selected 

of categorieT Ver ^ "* diSCl0Se mMp,e fleWB ° f informatio " ™ n ^<* i" a record parsed into a plurality 

examote^j^if^frnn^f ? P arsed i nto a plurality of categories containing multiple fields of information (See for 
example, col. 4 section [0043], "wherem the entnes correspond to at least one of the at least two taxonomies and also 
correspond to at least one of the at least two categories", wherein the taxonomies are equivalent to fields) 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate 
a stnjcture of multiple fields of information as disclosed by Talib into the structure of a record pareed^ piuralKof 
categones as enclosed .n Snow to allow a search engine to be configured to search based on the taxonomieslnd based on 
the categonesjSee for example: col. 4 section [0043]). One of ordinary skill in the art would be mofiSTmake ttte 
aforementioned combination with reasonable expectation of success. '"ouvaieo ro maire tne 

Claim 2 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 1 and furthermore Snow discloses a method 
^ 6,n t ^ ( co h rre,a,,on s,e P is Performed by correlating selection information for a SS*SfaSn the 
structure database representing the sub-category structure of the same category in a subset of the records S suteet 
may contam al l nf Itm mnonh to produce a relevant value/for me r.^ n 2^ ■„ ^ ar , n ^ SSuSSSz!^ 
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SnlK^'S pe ? omied f ? r a p ' ura,it y of , chosen categories; and, for a record, combining the relevance values of 
the plurality of chosen categories to produce a relevance value for the record (See for example: Abstract The directed 
fpfnm, { ° ° f document directories corresponding to the user-selected category, and 

returns re levant documents within the user-selected category. The undirected search is performed within each of the 
plurality of document directories within the document directory hierarchy, and returns relevant categories corresponding to 
document directories within the document directory hierarchy."). wiie^nuing 10 

m»fhnH l2n 3 i S reject f 4 for ^ e reas ™ s set ! orth he ™nabove for any preceding claim and furthermore Snow discloses a 
method wherein the correlating step is different for two categories that have different data structures (See for example- 

*?£ ♦ d ' reCte 5 S ? rch C0 , nflneS l he search t0 one of the P ,ura,il y of document directories corresponding to the user- 
S SSi^ ^ f nf tU Tf re,evant * cuments Withln the user-selected category. The undirected search is performed 
within each of the plurality of document directories within the document directory hierarchy, and returns relevant categories 
corresponding to document directories within the document directory hierarchy."). 

Claims 6-8 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claims 1-3. 

i? a ! ms 1 3 ~ 1 5 " 24-26 lack an inventjve ste P un ^er PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Ginn (U.S. Patent No 
6,275,81 1 ) in view of Knepfle et al., "Knepfle" (W.O. No. 01/61601 ). 

With respect to claim 13, Glnn discloses an improvement over an online user forum ...comprising: 

a reputation module storing a reputation rating for a user in association with information content (See for example* 

col. 9 lines 65-67, "One vanation is to track the reputation of individual authors, and assign further writings from those 

authors a preliminary rating based upon that reputation."). 

However Ginn does not explicitly disclose a user's reputation being a function of the degree his participation in the 

forum. 

Knepfle discloses a user's reputation being a function of the degree his participation in the forum (See for example- 
page 2, "Feedback ratings provide a good mechanism for indicating a level of indicating a user's trustworthiness or past 
participation within an electronic commerce forum."). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to determine a 
user's reputation by using a function of the degree his participation in the forum as disclosed by Knepfle in the reputation 
module as disclosed in Ginn to provide a good mechanism for indicating a level of user's trustworthiness (See for example- 
page 2). One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make the aforementioned combination with reasonable 
expectation of success. 

Claim 14 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 13 and furthermore Ginn discloses a forum 
wherein the reputation module is constructed so that a first user's reputation rating is dependent upon the evaluation by 
other users of the information posted by the first user (See for example: Abstract, "In one embodiment, the system and 
method use user feedback to selectively recommend messages in an electronic bulletin board system. In this embodiment, 
each user acknowledges positive contributive messages authored by other users ... To the extent that the author's message 
is well received, the system acknowledges the author by awarding points to the author."). 

Claim 15 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 13 or 14 and furthermore Ginn discloses a 
forum wherein the reputation module is constructed so that a first user's reputation rating is dependent upon his evaluation 
of information posted by other users (See for example: Abstract, 'The system and method facilitate such user feedback. In 
one embodiment, the system and method use user feedback to selectively recommend messages in an electronic bulletin 
board system. In this embodiment, each user acknowledges positive contributive messages authored by other users. The 
system validates the acknowledgment by checking its consistency with feedback on the same message received from other 
users. If the acknowledgment is determined to be valid, the system acknowledges the user supplying feedback by awardinq 
value units (points) to the user."). 

Claims 24-26 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claims 13-15. 

3. Claims 1-3, 6-8, 1 3-15, 24-26 meet industrial applicability requirements because the method can be applied to 
information search and distribution. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 19 November 2004 regarding that an amendment in this application was filed on 30 August 
2004, which contained claims 1-58 and that the Written Opinion was not established with respect to the application as it 
existed on the date of the Opinion, but on less than half the claims, have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
So far, there has been no record of an entry on the amendment filed on 8/30/04 as asserted by the applicant. Therefore the 
Written Opinion (408) and this IPER (409) have been issued based on the originally filed application and are both deemed 
appropriate. 



Applicant's arguments regarding claims 1 and 6 that there is not the slightest suggestion for performing any type of 
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action, the motivation of combining Kneofle wrth rinnL ♦ Pfsuasive. As reasons stated for daim 13 in this office 
Worthiness (Knepfie. P^Xta^^ forindicating a .eve. of Se? 
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